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REMARKS 

Reconsideration and withdrawal of the rejections of this application and consideration 
and entry of this paper are respectfully requested in view of the herein remarks and 
accompanying information, which place the application in condition for allowance. 

I. STATUS OF CLAIMS AND FORMAL MATTERS 

The specification is amended to correct the length of the Abstract. 
No new matter is added. 

Claims 1-67 are currently under consideration. Claims 1, 5, 8 and 9 are amended, and 
claims 15-67 are cancelled without prejudice, without admission, without surrender of subject 
matter, and without any intention of creating any estoppel as to equivalents. 

No new matter is added. 

Applicants note that the cancellation of claims 15-67 relate to the election of the claims 
of Group I (claims 1-14) that was submitted in the Response to Office Action filed on November 
1,2006. 

It is submitted that the claims herewith are patentably distinct over the prior art, and these 
claims are in full compliance with the requirements of 35 U.S.C. §112. The amendments to the 
claims presented herein are not made for puiposes of patentability within the meaning of 35 
U.S.C. §§§§ 101, 102, 103 or 1 12. Rather, these amendments and additions are made simply to 
clarify the scope of protection to which Applicants are entitled. 

Support for the amended claims can be found throughout the specification and claims as 
originally filed. Support for amended claim 1 can be found, for instance, in the paragraphs 
beginning on page 13, line 17, and on page 32, line 19, in Example 3, and in claim 7 as originally 
filed. Support for amended claim 9 can be found, for example, in the paragraph beginning on 
page 31, line 16, and in Example 1. 

H. OBJECTION TO THE SPECIFICATION IS OVERCOME 

The specification is objected for allegedly presenting an abstract that is over 150 words. 
In response, Applicants amend the specification herein, such that the Abstract is 150 words or 
less in length. Accordingly, reconsideration and withdrawal of the objection to the specification 
are respectfully requested. 
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HI. REJECTIONS UNDER 35 U.S.C. § 112, 2* u PARAGRAPH ARE OVERCOME 

Claims 1-14 were rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 1 12, second paragraph as allegedly being 
indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which 
Applicant regards as the invention. This rejection is respectfully traversed. 

Firstly, the Office Action contends that claims 1-14 were vague and indefinite for failing 
to recite clear and distinct process steps for carrying out the method, as there is allegedly only 
one step. In response, Applicants draw attention to the amendment to claim 1, notably that the 
claim herein recites two distinct steps comprising preparing a support structure and culturing 
cells. Thus, claim 1, as well as claims 2-14 which are dependent upon claim 1, clearly defines 
the process steps for carrying out the disclosed method. 

Secondly, the Office Action asserts that claim 4 recites language containing terminology 
that is indefinite and that claim 4 does not further limit the invention of claim 1 . Applicants note 
that claim 4 is canceled herein, which thereby obviates this rejection. 

Finally, claim 9 is allegedly vague and indefinite for the recitation of "or their 
alternatives" as it is unclear what defines the alternatives. Applicants herein amend claim 9, 
such that "or their alternatives" is not recited. 

Accordingly, reconsideration and withdrawal of all of the rejections under 35 U.S.C. § 
1 12, second paragraph, are respectfully requested 

IV. REJECTIONS UNDER 35 U.S.C § 102(b) ARE OVERCOME 

Claims 1-6, 9, 10, and 12-14 were rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 102(b) as allegedly being 
anticipated by Furuyama et al. (J Cell Sci 1 13: 859-868, 2000; hereinafter, "Furuyama"). 
According to the Office Action, Furuyama relates to a method for making a basement membrane 
wherein cells are cultured on a support structure. The Office Action alleges that the cells 
mentioned in Furuyama are fibroblast and epithelial cells having the ability to form basement 
membranes, wherein the structure can be collagen. This rejection is respectfully traversed. 

It is respectfully pointed out that a two-prong inquiry must be satisfied in order for a 
Section 102 rejection to stand. First, the prior art reference must contain all of the elements of 
the claimed invention. See Lewmar Marine Inc. v. Barient Inc., 3 U .S.P.Q.2d 1766 (Fed. Cir. 
1987). Second, the prior art must contain an enabling disclosure. See Chester v. Miller, 15 
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U.S. P. Q. 2d 1333, 1336 (Fed. Cir. 1990). A reference contains an enabling disclosure if a person 
of ordinary skill in the art could have combined the description of the invention in the prior ait 
reference with his own knowledge of the art to have placed himself in possession of the 
invention. See In re Donohue, 226, US.P.Q. 619, 621 (Fed. Cir. 1985). 

Applicants note that the subject matter of original claim 7 is incorporated into amended 
claim 1, such that claim 1 herein recites that the sugar chain coat of the support structure has p- 
D-glucopyranosyl nonreducing end or 2-acetoamide-2-deoxy-p-D-glucopyranosyl non reducing 
end. Furuyama does not teach or suggest a support structure with these disclosed sugar chains. 
In fact, the Office Action admits that claim 7 is free of the prior art. Therefore, claim 1, as well 
as dependent claims 2-6, 9, 10, and 12-14, is also free of the prior art. 

Accordingly, reconsideration and withdrawal of the Section 102 rejection are respectfully 
requested. 



Page 7 



00453823 



PATENT 
671302-2008 

REQUEST FOR INTERVIEW 

If any issue remains as an impediment to allowance, an interview with the Examiner and 
SPE are respectfully requested and the Examiner is additionally requested to contact the 
undersigned to arrange a mutually convenient time and manner for such an interview. 
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CONCLUSION 

In view of the remarks and amendments herewith, the application is in condition for 
allowance. Favorable reconsideration of the application and prompt issuance of a Notice of 
Allowance are earnestly solicited. The undersigned looks forward to hearing favorably from the 
Examiner at an early date, and, the Examiner is invited to telephonically contact the undersigned 
to advance prosecution. 



Respectfully submitted, 

FROMMER LAWRENCE & HAUG LLP 



By: (]jUnUt^\ ^jdL 

Thomas J. Kowalski 
Reg. No. 32,147 
Deborah L. Lu 
Reg. No. 50,940 
Telephone: (212) 588-0800 
Facsimile: (212) 588-0500 
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